
Middlewestern Prairie Region 
(Iowa, Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio) 

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD. 

ad Species 21, peel lalaSeiten 2. Number: | 

3. Location_Lewe pr ‘ounty TRY) 2240 <ec 303) I5) Bez wan 

4. Date: {| Maus (G48 5. Time Bird seen: O>9g4o _to 094 

6. Description of size, shape and color-pattern (describe in great detail all parts of the 
plumage,. and beak and feet coloration, in addition, to the diagnostic characteristics, 
but include only what actually was seen in the field): A falcon j defrritely a hawk. 

with ported WEnGs , flapping and Soaring atong Soma hs , Fey ing. 

Someohat chose tre ground, wehun 30 mates. TRE? D i ga pake 

Underneath wth dart patches in Me apUlary regens. | Pir nitro 

tho sede of the head , dark brown or the back... Seemed (large for 

a falom , larg than a kestrer. Per haps U5 ems. long. Also had banding mth 

7. Description of voice, if heard: Act Heard : 
| 

sonia thahls wittia, 30 metas of MWa_ 
' 

8. Description of behavior: Flapping and Soaring aLong 
Ground. 

9. Habitat - general: Woedsd_ pasture, surrounded __ by Grassy posture cropland, , and weeds 

specific: Oper. woedland_ pasture along Onion Creck 

10. Similarly appearing species which are eliminated by questions 6, 7 & 8, Explain: 

American kestrel -- smaller and weothsut dark aya. They also have rusty backs, 

and do mt han. tomplete Tatl bands | 
Peregrine. Falem-~- has a darker face pattern and a Slate -cotored back. 

11. Distance (how measured)? 30 “eters Celosest) +o (00 meters 12. Optical equipment: #35 binocs. © 

(fouttest). ESH mated. 
13. Light (sky, light on bird, position of sun in relation to bird and you): Ajo cloud Cover . So : 

Sun was bright. First tw tebidd wh surat my back, How over me and inte the stun. 

14. Previous expeciense with this species and similarly appearing species: 7Rire are Many 

American keestrels in Nearea_; have Seer a Merline be fore also. 

15. Other cbhservers: 4 jng 

16. Did the others agree with your identification? — 

17. Other observers who independently identified this bird: Adne_ 

18. Books, illustrations and advice consulted, and how did these influence this description: 

Robbins Berd of North America. 

Peters Field Gurds to Western’ Buds 

19. How long after observing this bird did you first write this description? Lmmveduately 

of Poumad Ecolo 

eoctiia 2 Qe. Hea gy Address: /2Y4 Scuznce,. LH Bldg -Tisiy 
Signature 

T7 

Date:_/( Uay /4 7p City, State: Ares, Loum. Svar 

(over)



If you watch birds solely for your own enjoyment, there really is no need to 
describe your observations in writing. But, if you have seen something unusual and 
want to share this experience with others, a written description is essential. It is 
true your immediate friends who know and respect your ability probably will accept 
your report without question, but what about those who do not know you, particularly 
the bird students 100 years from now who cannot know you? Also, what about the habitual 
skeptics? And most importantly, what about the compilers of regional bird lists who 
probably will insist that records be scientifically sound? All these critics will 
investigate your observation not because they assume you are wrong, but merely because 
they ordinarily expect verification. Whether the individual demanding verification 
realizes it or not, in doing so, he is employing a basic rule of the scientific method. 

If your observation involves a common Species during a season of abundance, 
verification is achieved simply by returning there again in season. If, however, the 
observation involves a rare species, or a common species out of season, verification 
is not obtained easily and special documentation is necessary. The best documentation 
is a collected specimen, and many bird students insist this is the only acceptable 
evidence. However, others recognize the importance and reliability of sight records 
accumulated by the experienced field observer, and maintain thal even extraordinary 
Sight records are acceptable if accompanied by an adequate verifying description. 

It must be emphasized that a request for documentation is not an affront, but an 
effort to perpetuate a record by obtaining concrete evidence which may be permanently 
preserved for all to examine. This procedure is required for every extraordinary 
observation irrespective of the observer. 

It should also be pointed out that with the great photographic equipment now 
available, species identification fram photographs are possible. Such epecies 
documentation are highly desirable and should be sent to the state editors or to 
large museums.


